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APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 

COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND 
COOPERATION IN EUROPE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, and pursuant to section 3 of 
Public Law 94–304, as amended by sec-
tion 1 of Public Law 99–7, the Chair an-
nounces the Speaker’s appointment of 
the following Members of the House to 
the Commission on Security and Co-
operation in Europe: 

Mr. HOYER, Maryland; 
Mr. MARKEY, Massachusetts; 
Mr. CARDIN, Maryland; and 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, New York. 
There was no objection. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
UNITED STATES HOLOCAUST ME-
MORIAL COUNCIL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, and pursuant to the provi-
sions of Public Law 96–388, as amended 
by Public Law 97–84 (36 U.S.C. 1402(a)), 
the Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment of the following Members of 
the House to the United States Holo-
caust Memorial Council: 

Mr. LANTOS, California; 
Mr. FROST, Texas. 
There was no objection.

f 

CHINESE TOP GUNS 

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, the 
Fallon Naval Air Station ‘‘Top Gun’’ 
school in Nevada recently had some 
important visitors. 

No, they were not the U.S. Navy ca-
dets. It was not our colleague the gen-
tleman from California (Ace DUKE 
CUNNINGHAM). It was not the United 
States Air Force trying to gain an ad-
vantage. Mr. Speaker, it was the Chi-
nese. 

Even after knowing their latest espi-
onage tactics, our Government granted 
about 20 communist Chinese an open-
door visit to the Naval Strike and Air 
Warfare Center at Fallon Naval Air 
Station. Providing the Chinese com-
munists with classified information 
about our military equipment, aircraft, 
tactics and operations is just sheer lu-
nacy. 

Why were they allowed to visit that 
facility? Who knows? This facility has 
trained 90 percent of our naval warfare 
pilots. Fallon Naval Air Station is not 
just a field in Nevada. It is a vital 
training link for our naval aviators 
worldwide. 

If the American taxpayers could not 
be afforded the same high-level tour, 
why would this administration grant 
the communist Chinese a carte blanche 
visit? 

Mr. Speaker, top gun Chinese are not 
the type of American exports I would 
expect from the United States Navy.

CHINA ANNOUNCES SUPPORT FOR 
MEMBERSHIP IN WORLD TRADE 
ORGANIZATION 

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, Chi-
nese money must be an aphrodisiac be-
cause it seems that everybody is jump-
ing in bed with the Reds here. 

Check it out. Even though China tor-
tures their own citizens, China threat-
ens their neighbors, and China spies on 
everybody, China has announced that 
they have great support for member-
ship in the World Trade Organization. 
In fact, China says, to boot, ‘‘Even the 
United States Trade Representative 
supports, number one, lower tariffs for 
China and, number two, China’s mem-
bership in the World Trade Organiza-
tion.’’ 

Beam me up, Mr. Speaker. The Trade 
Representative will not wise up until 
there is a Red Army tank shoved right 
up their foreign policy. I yield back a 
$70 billion projected trade deficit with 
China, who is buying intercontinental 
ballistic missiles and pointing them 
right at us. 

f 

DEMOCRAT DEMAGOGUERY ON 
THE BUDGET 

(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, one 
would never know what is actually in 
the Republican budget proposal by lis-
tening to the other side. In fact, I do 
not even recognize our own budget 
after listening to what the other side is 
saying about it. 

I guess it is Mediscare all over again 
with a lot of demagoguery on Social 
Security added on to it. On second 
thought, make that a lot of dema-
goguery on Social Security to go with 
it. 

One has the impression that our 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
have not looked at the Congressional 
Budget Office report on our budget. 
Maybe they are getting their informa-
tion about our budget from their own 
press releases. 

Our budget reserves 100 percent of 
the retirement surplus for Social Secu-
rity and Medicare. Let me repeat that 
for the benefit of any demagogues on 
the other side of the aisle who seem to 
have some difficulty with that fact. 
Our budget reserves 100 percent, again 
100 percent, of the retirement surplus 
for Social Security and Medicare. 

I urge my skeptical colleagues on the 
other side to call the CBO for them-
selves to verify this fact. 

REPUBLICAN BUDGET PROPOSAL, 
RECIPE FOR COMPLETE FISCAL 
DISASTER 
(Mr. SMITH of Washington asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise, too, to talk about the 
budget that is coming to the floor this 
week, and I have some grave concerns 
about that budget in terms of fiscal 
discipline. 

The budget the majority party is pro-
posing has several elements to it. Mas-
sive tax cuts. At the same time, it also 
has massive spending increases. And 
unrelated to the budget, but at the 
same time related to the budget, there 
is no plan on the table for any sort of 
structural reform of our existing enti-
tlement programs, so they will simply 
go on spending at their current rate. 

Those three items, put together, are 
a recipe for complete fiscal disaster. 
We are so close to a balanced budget, 
we are so close to finally having a le-
gitimate claim on being fiscally re-
sponsible, that I hate to see us lose it 
now. 

One of the biggest problems, in re-
sponse to the comments of the previous 
gentleman, yes, the existing trust 
funds, the money that is going into So-
cial Security and Medicare, are pro-
tected. The problem is those trust 
funds will not last long under the cur-
rent system. The spending will go way 
beyond those existing trust funds and 
place us into grave financial difficul-
ties. 

Medicare is scheduled to be bankrupt 
in 2008. Social Security is scheduled to 
go bankrupt in 2032. It is time to be fis-
cally responsible, and the Republican 
budget does not get us there.

f 

UNION-ONLY REQUIREMENTS FOR 
CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS 

(Mr. GARY MILLER of California 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GARY MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to oppose union-
only requirements for construction 
projects. 

Vice President GORE wants to have 
all Federal projects done by union con-
struction firms. Also, the Los Angeles 
Unified School District, near my con-
gressional district, is considering re-
quiring all of their new construction to 
be done only by union companies. 

Union-only construction agreements 
may make political sense for some 
politicians, but they certainly do not 
make practical sense for our children 
in our schools. 

PLAs do not guarantee lower costs, 
higher performance standards, or 
eliminate red tape. The union-only 
contracts only guarantee that the four 
out of five construction workers not 
represented by a union cannot work on 
the project. 
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